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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . It is noted that on page 2 line 1 7 of the specification it is stated that patent 
3,965,920 deals with a beverage bottle. However, an inspection of said patent shows 
that it does not deal with a beverage container, but rather it is directed to installations for 
monitoring oil content. Clarification to this noted discrepancy is hereby requested. 

2. It is noted that applicant refers to claims by number in the specification. As it 
remains to be seen which claims, what format the claims may be issued, and what the 
final number of any claims that may be issued would be, there should be no reference 
to claims by number in the specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: performed should 
be preformed. Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: undetachably is not 
a word. Examiner continued to examine the claim applying the phrase is unable to be 
detached in place of undetachably. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in tlie art to wliicli said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability sliall not be negatived by tlie manner in wliicli the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cavanagh et al. (US 3,955,020). 

7. In regards to claim 1 Cavanagh et al. teaches a bottle with a multilayer plastic 
laminate (column 1 lines 53-67). Cavanagh et al. teach that one of the plastic layers 
can be of an opaque design (Claim 3). Cavanagh et al. also teach that the covering can 
cover from the bottom of the bottle to the shoulders at the top of the bottle (column 4 
lines 54-55). 

8. In regards to claim 2 Cavanagh et al. teach that the opaqueness of the bottle can 
be caused by a coloring material to the one of the plastic layers (claim 4) 

9. In regards to claim 3 Cavanagh et al. teach that the layers on the outside of the 
bottle can be formed from polyethylene polyvinylchloride and others (column 4 lines 65- 
68). 

1 0. In regards to claim 4 Cavanagh et al. show in figure 2 that the plastic layer is 
laying fully against the container wall. 

1 1 . While Cavanagh et al are silent regarding the plastic layer covering the entire 
bottle, they do teach that the plastic layers cover the entire straight portion of the bottle, 
but that further protection to the heel and shoulders can be added (column 2 line 49-51 ). 
It would be well with in the ability of one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to extend the plastic layers to cover these portions of the bottle. One would 
be motivated to extend the plastic layers to increase the protection offered by the layers. 
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12. Claim 5-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cavanagh et al. (US 3,955,920) in view of Witkowski (US 5,525,383). 

13. As stated above Cavanagh et al. teach a multilayer laminate attached to the 
outside of a bottle. However they are silent regarding the multilayer laminate being in 
the form of two half shells connected by hinges. 

14. Witkowski teaches a liquid container (column 2 line 19), with a tubular sleeve 
mounted on the outside wall of the container (column 2 Iine33). Witkowski also teaches 
that the tubular sleeve can be made of any plastic film (column 4 lines 59-61 ), and can 
be transparent or translucent (column 4 line 20-21). 

15. In regards to claim 5 and 6 as stated above Witkowski teaches that the sleeve 
can be formed by a sheet of any plastic material. Witkowski teaches that the sheets are 
formed into a tube (column 5 line 16). Figure 24 shows an image where two half shells 
are seen around the container. Witkowski further teaches that the half shells can be 

closed by tape (column 5 line 18). It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention that when taped together the tape section of the half shells can act 
as a hinge. 

16. In regards to claim 7 Witkowski et al teach that the sheet can be printed on while 
on the container, which would require that the design be printed onto the tape that is 
holding the clam shells together (column 4 lines 45-51). 

1 7. In regards to claim 8 Cavanagh et al. teach that the outer layer is attached to the 
container by use of an adhesive (column 5 line 60 column 6 line 20). 
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18. In regards to claim 10 Witkowski teaches that the claimed invention can be used 
to hold different ingredients such as beer or soda (column 1 lines 21-21 ). Making it so 
all the containers are identical except for a number or letter on the outer side of the 
container is just a design choice, and would of been an obvious variant to one of 

ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

1 9. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the invention of Cavanagh with the invention of Witkowski because the invention 
of Cavanagh provides an attractive decoration as well as protection against shattering 
and scattering of broken glass pieces if the container manages to break (column 1 lines 
55-60), while the invention of Witkowski also offers a wide variety of decorating options 
as well as being inexpensive and durable (column 1 lines24-28). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ERIK KASHNIKOW whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3475. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30- 
5:00PM EST (First Friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, D. Lawrence Tarazano can be reached on (571) 272-1515. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Gwendolyn Blackwell/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1794 



Erik Kashnikow 
Examiner 
Art Unit 4174 



